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This is a decision on the petition filed June 1, 2006, pursuant 
to 37 C.F.R. §1.182, requesting issuance of a duplicate Letters 
Patent for the above- identified patent. 

The file record discloses that application No. 10/824,010 matured 
into U.S. Patent No. 7,030,628 on April 18, 2006. The electronic 
records further reveal that on that same day, the Patent Grant 
was mailed to the address of record. 

With the present petition, Petitioner has explained that the 
original Letters Patent has been lost. 

Accordingly, the petition is GRANTED. Petitioner's Deposit 
Account has been charged in the amount of $400.00. 

The Publishing Division is directed to issue duplicate Letters 
Patent. The Publishing Division will be made aware of this 
decision. 

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to 
the undersigned at (571) 272-3225 1 . All other inquiries 



1 Petitioner will note that all practice before the Office should be in 
writing, and the action of the Office will be based exclusively on the written 
record in the Office. See 37 C.F.R. §1.2. As such, Petitioner is reminded 
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concerning examination procedures or status of the application 
should be directed to the Technology Center. 



Paul Shanoski 
Senior Attorney 
Office of Petitions 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 



that no telephone discussion may be controlling or considered authority for 
Petitioner's further action(s). 




